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“« There is an évH, which f have seem ander the sun, as an error which procecdeth fc m the malcr: foly 
e ic St in giedr Gignitv, and the wise sit in low place. 
« ine as servants upon tHe eafch. Surely the serpent will bite without « 


I have seen servants upon Norses, afd princes walk- 
nchaniment; and a babbler i fo 


«better, Tie wards of a wide man’s mouth ate Gracious ; butthe lips of a tool will swallow up. birhselF. 
—_ 3 S - ‘ P e - : : *4 ’ 
« The begining of the ‘werds of his mouth ts tuoliviness 5 and the cud of his talk ts misthicvéds madiiess. 
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TO MR. CANNING, 

THD PRESENT TREASUREM OF THE WAVY. 
LETTER I: 

Sir,— There Raving appeared; inne rews- 
paper Called thé OrxcLE, of the 3d instant, a 
publication. containing 4 threat against all 

rsons eoncernéd in-condtietitig the Prrss 
of this country, bidding “ the Editors of 
. pay ers in getieyal, riot only those who 
publish daily but those who publish iveek/y 
«“ papers, to teke nolice, and receive warn- 
“ing, that ¢ great chamge has now taken. 
« place in thé systemof forbearance hitherto 
* adhered'to, arfd declaring that anew arg 
“has now begun,” “it will, F think, be 
deemed perféctly nattralin meto make some 
remarks thereon; dnd, ds’ this ménacing 


gerag purports to bea spéeech-delivered 


y you, im the Howse of Commons, om the 
day preceding its daté; I trust, I shall stand 
excused for addressing’ these remarks more - 


immediately to you, ° 

In order clearly fo understand ‘the nature 
und the object of the above-mentioned threat, 
made under your name by the Editor of, or 
Writer in, the Oracre, it will be'necessary 
frst briefly to state, from the several publi- 
cations in that paper, the circumstances 
Which Jed to thé making of the threat. Mr. 
Peter Srvarr, the editor, or, rather, the 
proprietor, or part-proprietor, o* the nace, 
published, io his paper of the 26th ultimo, 
certain strictures upon the decision of ‘the 
House of Commons . relative to Lord Mel- 
ville, < which strictntes the Puente isa 
Copy, the paragraphs being dis ished b 
humerival ti ures, for dias patinsee of fils 
teting the nderentts, which it will be neces- 
srry to make to them—— I. Sir Chatles 
“ Middleton, Bart. Kas been appointed to 
“ succeed Lord Melville as First Lord of the 
“ Admiralty. Sir Charles béing an officer 
“ of first rate talents, of gréat experience, 
p- and distinguished @liantry, -his appoint- 
‘ rent to such an elevated situation cannot 
. ful of affording véry great satisfaction. 
je He will be calied to the Howse of Peers 
., y the title of Lord Barham, of Kent. 

—~II. “While we annotineée this arrange- 
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<¢ misapplied. 














ef : (67% 
“ regtettie, that party rancour and populer 
** clamour liave at, this time dcé@prived oir 
** King and Coantry of the ¢reataud power- 
« ful abilitiésof Lord Melville. In ho pe 
“ riod of out pclitical history can: we find 
‘© goch an tetance of the stromg effects of 
“< prejudice. With all our profound respect 
** for the mofives Which influenced the ma- 
‘© sority of the House of Commons; with 
** all our admiration of that spirit which 
*« arouses and animates tlie péaple in their 
** expressions of indignation at the supposed 
** malversations of an individual; ~with all 
** our regard for town. and county meetings 
‘*€ when properly directed in supporting the 
*€ cause of. indepetidence, freedom, arid pub- 
** lic virtue; we cannot help agzin ani 
“ agdur declaring, that Lond Melville has 


“<6 fallerr a-vietim fo comfideure mispluced, to 


“© prejudice misjudged, and to indignation 
, He has been condemned 
*¢ without a trial When an appeal has been 
“« offered to his. intemperate. judges; when 
“ % request has bee shade to put hina on lis. 
** defence ; when it has been earnestly so- 
 licifed to give him @ fair and ~a, ciatndid 
‘“* hearing, and then to come’ to a decision 
«on tite merits of the case; a strong and a 
« presumptrous negatwe has been given, 
‘* directed and enforced ly the violence of the 
“ times ——Ifl. If those who were so very 
‘© inipatient to deprive Mr. Pitt of sa able 


‘© 4 coadjutor, were equally zéalous in their 


“© enddas outs to restore to the public the un- 
“ accomited millions of which that public 
“has been so disgracefully robbed, there 
** would perhaps be some-excase for all that 
“ afiectatiom of public virtue which has late- 


"« ly distinguished: cert#in Vawling patriots’ 


‘ 


a“ 


of the day. Lord Motville has mot de- 
hte the public of a singls* farthing. 
fis most implacable entmies have not 
“dared to charge him with such an act. 
“ Can as mich be said of the fathers of sonte 
<< men ? Ti the public were. paid its ee 
“* caniaty claims, lowe since indisputably 


an 


‘ 


sé 


“€ proved, ceriain furious patriots, itstead of 


‘« living in sptertoutr, would be put on the 
“< parisk. Li the-fature Resolutions of the 
“* Hise of Commons, in the future Resc- 


“« Yations’ of a1 Public’ Meetin=s, we hope 
“ 7 - : , 
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‘* that an immediate attention to the enor- 
** mous debts still due to the public by cer- 
‘« tain noisy individuals willbe strongly re- 
** commended,” Before I proceed fur- 
ther with the narrative, it may not be amiss 
to notice here, the impudence of the asser- 
tion, that ‘© Lord Melville has not deprived 
‘‘ the public of a single farthing ; and that 
‘‘ his most implacable enemies have not 
“ dared to charge him with such an act.” 
In my opinion, and, I believe, in the epinion 
of most men, it has been clearly provéd, that 
Lord Melville has deprived the publicyg§im- 
mense sums of money. But, as to the latter 
part of the assertion, every one knows, évery » 
one knew, and this writer must, therefore, 
have known, that Lord Melville had. been 
charged, over and over again, openly charged, 
at least, with having caused such deprivation. 
The delicate allusion, in the last para- 
graph, is to the late Lord Holland, the father 
of Mr. Fox; but, of that particular notice, 
shall be taken hereafter-———Of the 2d _ pa- 
ragraph, this writer informs us, Mr, Grey 
complained, in the House of Commons, on 
the same day it was published; in conse- 
quence of which complaint Mr. Sruarr 
was, the next day called to the bar of the 
House, where, being asked by the Speaker 
what he had to say for himself, he read a 
paper as follows: ‘‘ Permit me, Sir, to as- 
** sure you, that I very much -regret that 
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“¢ of Thursday last, deemed highly offensi 
‘* to this Henourable ioe en he 





‘* any part of the contents of my paper of | 


** yesterday should have ineurred the dis- j 


“6 pleasure of this Honourable House. If, | 


«© Sir, I have expressed myself too warmly 


‘* in favour of Lord Melville, for whom I 
‘* shall always entertain: the highest respect 
*« and esteem, I beg that this Honourable 
‘* House will view it as the unguarded /an- 
‘“« guage of the heart, and not a wilful inten- 
‘* tion to provoke the censure of a power on 
‘‘ which our dearest rights and liberties de- 
‘* pend. Tentreat you, Sir, that some al- 
** lowance may be made for that freedom of 
‘* discussion of public affairs which for a 
‘** long series of years’ has been sanctioned 
** by common usage; and that the hasty 
** composition of a newspaper mgy not be 
‘* considered as a deliberate design to offend 
‘* this Honourable House.” After the 
reading of this, which ail those who know 
Mr. Srvarr will readily acquit him of hav- 
ing written, he was taken into the custody of 


’ 





the Serjeant at Arms, and there remained un- 
til the 2d inst. when upoa the following pe- 
tition being prosented by Sir Hen. Mildmay, 
he was, after a reprimand rom the Speaker, 
set at liberty. The petition, signed by Mx. 
S2TvarRT, was in these words: ‘ That for 
* the publication of that part of his paper 


il 


ee 
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‘* deepest regret ; and that alth certain 
** expressions in that paragraph ~ hea 
** and unguarded, and such as have incurred 
** the displeasure of s6 i a branch 
“« of the British Constitution, yet that yonr 
¥ ree humbly hopes, on this acknow- 
edgment of his sincere sorrow, that this 
“‘ Honourable House,“{n the plenitude of 
** its condescension. and, liberality, will be 
‘* pleased to pardon him fer a ression 
** solely attributable to thé hasty composi- 
** tion of a newspaper, and not to any de- 
** Jiberaté désign of offending this Honour- 
* able “House.———That your. petitioner is 
** emboldened to solicit your indulgence and 
‘* forgiveness on his well-founded assurance, 
‘* that during the several years in which he 
** has conducted a newspaper; it has uni- 
** formly been his principle and pride zeal- 
im wb to support the character and dignity 
“* of the House of Commons ; and that it 
‘* has frequently fallen to his lot to have 
‘« vindicated both from the charges of so- 
“* cleties expressly instituted to bring them 
** into public disrepute and contempt.——~ 
**« That in any observations which your pe- 
** titioner may havepublished on the conduct 
‘* of Lord Melville, he could not but bear 
“« in mind, that the views of those societies, 
** abetting domestic treason, and assisted by 
*‘ the co-operation of the revolutionary 
** powet of France, would, he verily bes 
‘* lieves, have effected the destruction of 
‘** the British Constitution, had not the wise 
‘* and efficient measures brought forward by 
‘€ that administration, in which Lord Mel- 
‘« ville held so conspicuous a situation, been 
“« adopted ; and this Honouratle House would 
“« not, in that case, perhaps, have teen now 
‘< in existence, either to censure Lord Mel- 
“« ville, or to pardon your petitioner—— 
“ That if any thing could increase your 
‘€ petitioner’s regret, it would be its being 
‘ supposed that the objectionable paragraph . 
“ was directed also againt the Right Houour- » 
“« able the Speaker of the House of Com- 
“‘ mons; that your petitioner has..no hesi« 
“ tation to declare, that no idea was ever 
‘‘ more remote from his mind; aud that 


** your petitioner would bo the very see ie 
«* son to insinuate any thing disres cf | 
‘© a character whom he, .in conjunction with 


‘* the whole nation, highly esteems as 4 P™* ” 


4 r 


«* vate gentleman, and most, profout “h 
‘ nerates as ‘the head ‘and. public,orgal 
‘‘ this Honourable House.”—+—The rept’ 






© Pevrer Sruarnr——You ha¥e. 


mand was in the following. tenms:——~ 
‘* you are the printer and ey the 
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« paper complained ‘of *in this House, as 
« containing libellous reftectioas on its: cha- 
« racter and conduct, and this Hovise hath 
« yesolved that yotr were ‘thereby guilty of 
« a breach of its privilege; and ordered you 
“ to be taken into custody, By your peti- 
« tion to-day, you appedr to haye expressed 
“ sorrow for your offence, ‘ and to: Have ac- 
m knowledged. the justice of your punish- 
‘ment ; and thereupon this House, in its: 


« Jenity, hath ordered ; that you be brought™ 


“ to the bar to be reprimanded and dischar- 
« ged. I have, therefore, to reprimand ahd 
‘ admonish you, as a warning to others ; 


« that this Honse doth’ and will resent it# 


“ as an high offence in any.man who shail 
“ presume to slander its character, or shall 
endeavour fo degrade it in the public esti- 
“ mation. You are now reprimanded. I 
‘ have further toacquaint you, that you are 
“ now discharged, paying your fecs.”—— 
In the same papergiving an account of this 
latter part of the transaction, Sir, it was that 
Mr. Stuart published, under your mame, the 
threat against all the public-prints in Eng- 
land, which threat has induced sae to sfonible 
you with this Jetter. Pr aS Ree Bis 
There are several topics which will na- 
ae grow out of those started in 
ibel published by, and the petitipir presént- 
ed in behalf of, Me. Stuart. ‘the gical 
* satisfaction” which we are told the pablic 
must experience at the appointment autd.pre- 
motion of SirCharles Mi¢dleton ; “ the party 
‘‘ rancour and popular ¢clamour,”” and the 
“unfairness and the presumption” of the 
House of Commons, in their “ intem- 
* perate ’” proceedings, ‘‘ directed and en- 
* forced by the violence of the times; the 
“ high respect-and esteem” which the wri- 
ter of the libel is resolved ‘* always to 
“ entertain for Lord Melville: these’ de- 
mand some remark. The sharé, too, which 
lord Melville ‘had in saving the country, 
and in preventing the wtter annihtlation of 
the House of Commons, during those siz- 
teen years that he was constantly guilty of a 
gross violation of the law and a lrigh-brgach 4 
of duty, will imerit attention ; and es to 
those Societies, of which Mr. Stuart 
speaks, in hispetition, and to counteract the 
ttiorts of which he, it seems, so long and 
80 successfully co-operated with Lord Mel- 
ville 3 those Societies, ‘ expressly instituted 
_, © bring into public disrepute and, con- 
,, ©mpt both Ure character and dignity of 
the House of Commons ;” as to those 
Bocietics, Sir, it will behove us, who are 
how 80 loudly threatened by the upstart wri- 
ter in the Oraele, to inquire into the erigin 
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and to quote the lenguage of the first great 
‘agstator, he who taught the Corresponding 
Societies the principles upon which they pro- 
ceeded, and whose having so taught them 
being proved ta the satisfaction of the Judge 
and Jury projuced the scquittal of the ac- 
cused and arraigned members of these So- 
cieties, All these topics, Sir, it w.li become 
us to tanch upon ; and, if, as in the last- 
‘ngéntioned instance particularly, they tend to 
awakefi a remembrance of what all of us 
ight heartily wish to be for ever buried in 
‘oblivion ; if they tend to revive party distinc- 
ations and political animosities, be the conse- 
quence on theheads of those liberal and: ju- 
dicious writers in the Oracrz, by whom 
they have been provoked. | 
. At present, however, I shall:confine my- 
self to three points; but, before I proteed 
to the discussion of either, it is an actrof 
justice dre to Mr. Stuart, to declare, that I 
believe him, personally, to be perfectly in- 
nocent of the publications I complain of, a 
beliet founded.on the grounds I am now a- 
bout to state ———I nto the private concerns of 
Mr, Stuart I pry not; I ask forno support 
to my position from the rumours that are 
afloat relative to his professional or political 
connections, with respect-to which | have 
only to observe, that chase rumeurs, as fer 
as they have reached me, represent him as 
connected with no person, with wlona he is 





nion shall rest cpon the evidence afforded me 
by the publicatiots, which, only a- few 
months ago, appeared in the columns, under 
his controul, relating to the very persons, 
who, thropgh the same channel, are ncw 
assaulteti with sugh unsparing and persever- 
ing malevelence,———The epoch, to which, 
Sir, I am desirous of recalling your atten- 
tion, is the memorable one, at which, in an 
hour for his couritry and for himeeld inauspi- 
cious; Mr. Pitt re-grasped the reits of mi- 
nisterial power, and at which the Csacis 
was, in the confined sphere of its cireulation, 
distinguished for the zeal with which it ing 
culcated the wisdomwend the necessity of int- 
cluding ‘the members of the Opposition, 
particularly Mx. Pox, in the vew arrange- 
ment, no less thah fer the ardour, the vehe-: 
mence, with whieh it reprobated an union 
between Mr. Pitt #nd any of the persens, 
composing Mr. Addingign’s ministry. Ta 
support of what ishere stated, it wil} be ne- 
cessary to quote the passages alluded to 
somewhat at length ; because it is of great. 
importanceto show, tit the seritiparrty iow 
promulgated through the cohimus ¢f the 
Oracle prove, either that Mr. Suuarvij 2 minw 





of those Societies ; to point out the person, 
: 


not, whether as to bitth or dignity of mind, . 
“upon a footing of perfect equality. My opi- 
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completely destitute of all public principle, 
or, that he is not the author of the -publica- 
tions recently made in his paper. Speaking 


! 
i 
f 


of the debate in the House of Lords of the | 


Ist of May 1804, during which Lord 
Hawkesbury was said to have called the op- 
position a faction, the Onrcre says: “‘ Were 
“we sure our contemporaries would pass 
«* over this low and abusive term (as unte- 
“f coming in the Sec, of State to use as it was 
** revoliing to parliament to hear), in ‘si- 
“ lence, we should never pollute our pages 
‘© with its mention. Lord Grenville dis- 
‘* dained to make any reply. Loud Spencer, 
** with that dignity and manliness which 
‘« must ever distinguish him, hurled back 
** the foul reproach in the teeth of him who 
** gave it, and left him, in the eyes of all, 


“a sorry and discomfited railer.’ * So | 


much for Lord Hawkesbury, who, for rea- 
sons that yon, Sir, may, possibly, be able 
to point out, is naw never mentioned in the 
Oxgacrie, but with that sort of respect, 
which his lordship may be entitled to, expect 
at the hands of those, whose flippant imper- 
tinence he has had the generosity to over- 
look, or, rather, of whom he would not 
condescend to accept of atonement, because 
it was alonement which they dared not refuse, 
-——On the Sth of May, the day after it 
had been announced, that the King had sent 
to Mr. Pitt to form a ministry, the Oracir 
thus expressed its joy: ‘‘ The Doctor's” 
(for, Sir, they did really call Mr. Addington, 
now Lord Viscount Sidmouth, the Doctor) 
‘* administration is no. more; and on this 
‘* we must heartily congratulate our country, 
** We are no longer left for protection to 
the puny and pigmy efforts of the Ad- 
<* dingtons, the Yorkes, the Hawkesburies, 
« andthe Castlereaghs, to men, who have, 
‘* in no instance, exhibited one single mark 


** of talent, one effort of firmness, or one ray, 


r 





** of genius,’’+ Lhe next day, however, 
this joy was turned into mourning. From 
what cause, think you, Sir? Why, an 
apprehension that Mr. Pitt, in  conse- 
quence of an obstacle imputed to a personage 
to whom no wrong should ever have been im- 
puted, was about to form a ministry from 
which Mr, Fox was to be excluded! So 
alarmed was the Editor at this........ but, 


let us hear his own words ; words, which, it 


you have never read them é¢fore, I beseech 
you to read them with attention, bearing in 
your mind all the way, that they were publish- 
ed in the same paper, which contawed the 
libel and petition inserted. in the former part 





* See Spirit of the Public Journals, p: 290. 
+ Ibid. p.316. See the whole of these articles. 
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of this letter. ‘* Mr. Pitt's- a 
[to induce the King to aint Mc, los kn, 
the ministry} ‘‘ on this subject are, unforty. 
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nately, supposed to have been ineffectual. 
The permission to communicate with Mr. 
Fox on this subject, is said to have heen 
peremptorily and finally refused; and the 
natural consequence of this is On- 
derstood to have been, that part of the 
members of what has been called the New 
Opposition, have, on being invited to take 
a share in the arraugements now ing, 
expressed the utter impossibility of their 
acceding to such an Be oa a system, after 
having openly pledged their opinions, both 
by their language and condnet, to the ne- 
cessity of look ing to the most comprehen. 
sive plan for a- new administration. I 
this situation the business is now reported 
torest; the rumours which were floating 
in the course of yesterday, pointed to- 
wards arrangements of a description so 
contracted, inadequate, and humiliating to 
the country, that we are unwilling even to 
detail them. Should they be realized, we 
shall think it our duty to call.the attention 
of the public, in the most sertous manner, tg 
the shame.and danger. which the country 
must sustain, from seeing its first situations 
of trust still doomed to le filled ly a suc 
cession of underlings, while the first talents 
of the country are proscriled and excluded ; 
but we look with mote. satisfaction to the 
belief which generally prevailed im the 
course of the aftetnoon; that. Mr, Pitt, 
disdaining to cmploy in, such situations any 
of the memlers of the Dectar’s administra- 
tion, whose ineapacity, both collectively 
and individually, was not ten days ago the 


‘ abject of his bitterest. sarcasm, irony, and 


invective, and finding it hopeless to collect 
new recruits for so desperate, ap expedi- 
tion, has thought it his duty to, represem& 
in the highest quarter, this plain truth; 
that however desiroug he may, be to exe- 


‘ cute the wishes and. obey. the commands 


Le has received, he finds it impossible any 
longer. to contend against his own Copyics 
tion, backed by the unanimous.sense of 4 
loyal, Lut a free and anited. people, and 
must therefore reeur to. the et ye 
tion, which he originally, submitte: h 
cispensable in the present. moment, is 
with great satisfaction that, we heard that 
the, distinguished character, {a Fox} 
whose exclusion from, the-new plan of.ad- 
ministration. has. so, much occupied. the 
public attention, was. desirous 
any personal objections, asta, him 
the most au xious solicitations tohis 
that they should furnish. to. 
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the same date in other prints, 


681] 
« assistance of their talents, where no such 
« aid was yeger to be derived from Ais 
« acknowledged abélifies and erperience. 
« Ther unanimons reyection of this propo- 
« sition must not anly bé considéred as a tri- 
“ tute of private friendship, but as 4 public 
“ testimony of thé sensé they entertain of 
« the value of those services which he is so 
«< well qualified to render to this country.” * 
—This is, Sir, that ver? Mr. Fox, who is so 
d-licately, and ini sich a mianly style, alluded 
to in the 3d paragraph of the publication, 
for the 2d paragraph of which Mr. Stuart was 
reprimanded! On the 8th of May, 1904, 
the Oracce, finding a report prevailing, that 


Mr. Pitt was actually engaged in patching up 
a» “underling cabinet,” burst forth m the 
following strain of indignation. ‘* In this 


“ situation, it seers universally allowed, that 
“ no possible resource is Jeft to Mr. Pitt for 
“ the furmation of his new government, un- 
“ less he were coittent to take up with the 
“ refuse of that administration which he has 
“ succeeded in overthrowing, on the ground 
“of acknowledged miscondict and treapa- 
His enemies, indeed’, assert that he 
“ is actually so employed. ‘Théy éven, at 
“this very moment, represent him ds soli+ 
“ citing Lord Hawkesbury, Mr. Yorke, and 
“ Lord Castlereagh, to retain the’ satne offi- 
“ces for which he hds pablicty de- 
“clared them totally unfit; and-to-con- 
“ tinue td administer, under his’ duspicés, 
‘ those departinenty of govérnmeént in which 
their confusion, mismanagenient, and 
"blunders have been’ exposed by him with 
the severest invective, and thé most poig- 
nant contempt and ridicule. ‘To add’ to 
“ this humiliation, itis even’ asserted that 
these great statesmén have taken time to 
deliberate, whether’ they should condescend 
“ to accept of his invitation, ahd to hold 
“ offices in his government ! !"’ F Yes, 
Sit, this was the lan of the Oracte! 
Of that very paper, which is now’ extolling 
the administration of Mr. Pitt, thus formed; 
even with the super-addition of “ the Doc- 
tor” himself! On the 11th of May, in- 
deed, after having profited from sleep, or, 
pethaps, from’ something more potent, the 
Editor of the Oracle did appear to have be- 
gun to change his opinion. He’ déscanted 
yon the wisdom, talents; ant public 

lof Mr. Fox; buif, could not heip ré- 
‘ag, that the friends of that gentleman 

ad persisted in their refasal to comé into thé 
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had, only the day beforé, been highly com- 
mended and extolled for such refusal! A de- 
élaration was, however, niade, which it 18 
necessary to keep constantly in mind, ana 
which is pecultirly proper to be statéd upon 
this oe¢asion. The writer séemed to be 
impressed with the disadvantageous and suspi- 
cions light, in which the condact of Mr Pitt 
appeared to the public, and was, therefure, 
anxious to inculcate the beliéf of that gen- 
tleman’$ having had no shzre in etchitin 
Mr. Fox froni the ministry. “< We do not,’ 
says he, “* prétend to state all that has passed 
“ in the sevéral written communications and 
“ personal interviews which Mr. Pitt has 
« had with his Majesty upon ’this subject ; 
“« but from the sxperiér sources of informa- 
“ tion which we possess, we have no hésitz- 
“ tion im assuring the public, that every pos- 
“© sitle erertion was made, Both in the oke 
“« andin the other, to inditce his verse 16 
“« confer on Mr. For ot place of thé leighest 
“ trust and importante in the new calinet ; 
“ and that Mr. Pitt persisted in bis entiea- 
‘¢ yoitrs for the attainment of this destralte 
“ object tif the royal negative was given in 
*€ gach'a nvinner as left neither room for, 
“* tot hope of, sticcéss by ahy further per- 
“ severance. We shall not presume to sur- 
« mise thie grounds on which his Majesty wag 
“ indticed to exercise this, the undoubted 
“ prerogative of bis crown, however much 
«¢ We may Ferrer the ase chit his Pee made 
‘© of if in this instance; it is d subject upon 
‘«« which our respect for the constitution, 
“< ahd ont loyalty for the King, equally pre- 
** clude all discussion.” Yet, Sit, thi 
saivie print it is, which is now goihg back eve 
to Mr. Fox’s infancy to find out grounds for 
justifying, not only his exclusion frém thé 
cabinet, but from every thing wherein the 
interests of the nation are concerried! This 
same print it is, which, in the form of both 
patagraphs and speeches, is now endeavour- 
ing’ to represent Mr. Fox as a person totally 
unwofthy of being listened to upon any sub- 
ject connected with a charge of corruption ; 
though, it is well known, that, since thé 
above quoted articles were written, Mr. Fox’ 
opposition has béen against that ministry, of 
the very elements of which, the writer in 
the Oracry expressed Nis decided hostility ¢ 
Can we then’ believe, Sir, that the recent 
publications in the’ Qracre have pro- 
ceeded from the same pen, whence pro-’ 
cé&ded thosé’ which’ F havé just stibriit- 
sincerely acquit 








Cabinet without him, though, observe, they 
* Spirit of the Pablic Jourpalg, p. 325. 
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him the recent attempts to awaken party ani- 
mosities, have not, | am: convinced, ori- 

inated ; because I can discover no motive 
which fe could have for furbishing up the 


old story of Lord Holland and unaccounted | 


millions other than that of dividing the pub- 
lic attention, of diverting, for a mioment, a 
rtion of that attention from the conduct of 
Ford Melville and Mr. Pitt; and, at the same 
time, to throw some degree of adium on the 
name, at least, of Mr. Fox, that Mr. Fox, 
whom he so recently and so highly praised, 
and at not seeing whom in the cabinet he 
expressed his regret; a motive which it 
would bethonstrous to impute to him. No: 
the insinuations in the 3d paragraph of the 
libe) and in the body of the petition pgoceed- 
ed, I am fully persuaded, neither Bon the 
pen nor the mind of Mr. Stuart; but from 
those of some envious and yenemous upstart, 
who, perhaps, in his haste to attain the sam- 
mit of that power, of which bis foot never 
ought to haye touched the first step, would, 
had he capacity equal to his will, sting where 
he cannot hetray, and degrade where he can- 
not destroy, every one whom -he regards as 
an obstacle to the accomplishment of his pre- 
sumptueys and dnsolent desires, ‘* Curst 
“* cows,” however, according to the old 
saying, ‘© have short horns;” and thus it 
hgs appeared in the present case, where the 
aitempt to wound has injured nobody but the 
assailant and his friends. Miserable is theman, 
or, the party, driven to aecept of the support 
of an upstart, and happy-all'those who are the 
odjects of his maliee; for, of such creatures, 
© jt is the s/aver kills, and riot the Atte.” 

Read the history of the those princes and 
ministers, whose career has terminated in 
disgra », and say how few of them have 
pot owed their downfall to some political 
being of their own creation; to some upstart, 
whom, in the Juxury of their power, in a 
refinement in their contempt for the habits, 
opinions, and feelings .of mankind,. they 
have invested with authority, which, in such 
hands, has- finally become iasupportadle to 
any but the basest of minds. Of all the 
symptoms of political decline the prominence 
of upstarts is the surest. It is not till the 
crown of, the oak is blasted, ull his heart is 
rotten, till his roots are loosened, till he 
rocks with every wind, till he trembles 
even at the zephyr, that the fungus shoots 
up from his stem. 
_ Having thus stated the reasans, which in- 
duce me to believe, that Mr. Stuart ought 
not to be regarded as the author of the pub- 
lica:ions in question, I shall now, Sir, pro- 
ceed to describe the three points, which, in 
the present letter, it is my intention to dis- 
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cuss. 1. The case of the late Loan Hone 
LAND, a5 compared with that of Lornp Mer. 
VILLE. 2. The nature: and fendency of 
the libel published in the Oracle of the 26th 
Wiimo, compared with publicatieng.in go- 
neral, touching upon the proceedings in Par- 
liament. 3. The injudiciousness ..of . the 
writer,: in selecting your"name,. under which 
to publish a threat agaiust the editors. of 
pubjic papers, and that of Sir Henry. Mild- 
may, under which to ntakea sort o 
against an alleged attempt to -abridge the 
liberty of the press as to parliamentary ‘jpro- 
ceedings ; which point will naturally ex. 
tend to an inquiry into the example af. 
forded us by that weekly newspaper of which 
you were the principal conduetor,-and also 
to the relation of an: oecurrenee which will 
tend to show whether the writer in the 
Oracle has truly represented the real disposi« 
tion of Sir Henry Mildmay, .and -which,oc- 
currence, though quite of a public nature, is 
known to very few persons except that gen- 
tleman and myself. ) 
Fixst ; let us suppose, for a moment, 
that the case of Lord Holland, the father of 
Mr. Fox, had borne an exact resemblance, 
in all its parts, to the case of Lord Melville, 
instead, as will be found to be the case, of 
resembling it in no one particular. Let us 
suppose this; what has Mr. Fox to do with 
the matter? Ought he to be reproached 
with his father’s misconduct? Ought he, 
supposing his father to have been guilty of a 
gross violation of the law and’a high.breach 
of duty, to be réviled because he .is endea- 
vouring to ¢ause a similar offence tobe pu- 
nished in another man? . Whither, dir, 
would sach a principle lead us?) Most 
assuredly to the exclusion from public autho- 
rity of every one whose ancestors (for there is 
no knawing when to stap) have been guilty of 
such offences against the publi¢; for, ifape™ 
son so descended has noright, if it be unyastor 
indecorous in him, to use his. utmost, endea- 
vours to bring peculators to punishment, he 
certainly ought never to be placed in.any. 
post of public trust. The upstart writer hes, 
therefore, only to persuade. ns. to adopt this 
principle and the way will spond cleared 
before him; for scarcely a man will be found 
eligible to power, except he has sprung 40 
ancestors who had the good fortune neve? 
to be known, even perhaps, to their awa 
children. This sweeping principle, how- 
ever we shall not, at the modest suggestio? 
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moralist . has. represented ‘a ferocious DEF 
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no good ground of complaint against him, 
and receiving from him an assurance of his 
innocence, exclaiming, ‘‘ that's nothing to 
« me: if it was net you, it ‘was your father.” 
Rut, Sir, where is the man amongst us, 
however low and obscure his origin, who 
would be willing to be made answerable for 
the faults of his ancestors? I should.not, for 
those of mine. Would you, Six; for the 
faults of yours ? And, if we, whose an- 
cestors had the good fortune to live in “a 
“ snug privacy,” as Bobadil calls it ; if we 
should think it hard to be called to account 
for their faults, what, if this retrospective 
censorship were established, would be the 
lot of those, the deeds of whose progeni- 
tors, for centuries past, have been carefully 
recorded ? What, for instance, if, upon 
reading the petition of Mr. Stuart, boasting 
of his joint labours with Lord Melville in 
the cause of loyalty ; what, if upon reading 
inis petition, and seeing the writer state, 
that it was presented by Sir Henry Mild- 
may, some one were to exclaim, what! 
Sir Henry Mildmay the friend of /oyalty ! 
sir Henry Mildmay, the descendant of a 
family having in it the most infamous 
of all the English» regicides! He a friend 
to loyalty, who bears the names, of the 
man, of whom Clarendon says, that “‘ he 
‘had been loaded with so great fayoyrs:and 
“ bounties ‘by King James and. by his Ma- 
“ yesty (King Charles I.) that he was raised 
“ by them to great estate, that no man was 
“more obsequious to the court than he 
“ whilst it flourished, being a great flatterer 
“ of all persons in authority, and a spie in all 
“ places for them, and yet who, from the 
“ beginning of the parliament, concurred 
““ with those most violent against the court, 
“and, at last, became one of the. murderers 
“of his master; of: the man whom his 
biographer says, ‘* the parliament re- 
. ceived with the same sensations as the 

Turks receive a renegado Christian ;” of 
the man whom Noble, in his Lives of the Re- 
Bicides, observes, that ‘‘ shame and he had 
“ long separated, that he rather courted than 

shunned infamy, that of all those who sat 


“in judgment upon the King,» Sir John: 


“ D’Anvers and Sir. Henry Mildmay were 


|‘ the only two personally-known to his Ma- 


“ jesty, and that, ‘therefore, we may easily 
Credit what has been stated by Clarendon, 


“ that the party of. miscreants, their fellow: 


‘“ Commissioners, looked vipon no two men 


% in the kingdom with such scorn and de-* 
estation as they did upon D’Anvers and 


7 Mildma 1” Jj an one, reading in. 
the Oracle, dint Sir Henry Mi ay pre- 
nied snd eclogiaed the petition of Mf. Sea. 





art, boasting of his /oyalty, had, in the above 
manner burst forth with regard to the family 
of the worthy Baronet, what would have been 
the feelings of the public? Would they not 
have been the feelings of astonishment and 
scorn at a mode of attack so novel, so foul, 
and so audibly expressive of the badness of 
the cause, as well as of the meanness and 
malignity of the assailant? And, if, in such 
case, these would have been their feelings, 
who shall express the contempt, which they 
now do, and which they ought to, entertain 
towards all those, who have resorted to simi- 
lar means of assailing Mr. Fox? Thus far, 
Sir, I have proceeded upon the stipposition of 
a perfect similarity in the case of Lord Hol- 
land and that of Lord Melville ; and, if, un- 
der that view of the matter, we can find no 
justification for those who have now revived 
the case of the former for the evident and 
avowed purpose of thwarting and checking 
his:son in his laudable endeavours to bring 
Lord Melville to justice; if, even under that 
view of the matter, we are, upon every prin- 
ciple of honour and justice, called on ‘to con- 
demn the conduct of those persons, what will 
they merit at our hands, when it shall ap- 
pear, as, from what is about to be stated, I 
am satisfied it will, that there is no simi/arity 
in the cases, and that, in the case cf 
Lord Holland, the fault was not in the man, 
but altogether in the office, while, in the 
case of Lord Melville, we well know, that 
the fault was not in the office, but a//ogether 
in the man? But, Sir, before we enter on 
this statement, in which I shall.be compelled 
to be very brief, it is not unnecessary to ob- 
serve, that that part of Mr. Stuart's publica- 
tion, which relates to Lord Helland and to 
Mr. Fox, I mean the 3d and last paragraph, 
was not included in tie subject of Mr. Grey's 
complaint, Mi. Fox appears to have been 
willing to leave it tothe contempt of the pub- 
lic; and, I must request you to recollect, 
that, according toa 'statement in the Oracle 
of the 26th; this 3d paragraph never would 
have ‘been read to the House had not the 
reading of it been moved for, as the Oracir 
tells us, by Mr. Robert Ward, an under Se- 
of State.” Mr. Fox; after the para- 





-cretary 
graph had been read, very pertinently asked, 


whether the gentlemen on the opposite side 
led this attack upon him personally, as a 
of the foregoing attack upon the 


House; Mr. Ward, one would think, could 


y have viewed it in that light; Mr. 
, who, though in a pamphlet the mat- 
ter of which was stale and diluted while its 
manner was excessively dull, had spoken in 


terms’ the most contemptuous of Mr. Ad- 
dington’s ministry, comprizing almost all 
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that cabinet-t@ which Mr. Fox is now op- 
r»osed; Mr. Ward, who, in the same pau- 
phiet, had treated wit) indignation the asser- 
tion of the Addington writers, that Mr, Pox 
was fitto be** a French prefect of a Britan- 
“ ni¢ Republic, and not tle minister of a 
‘* British King;” Mr. Ward, who, in re- 


commendivg an union of the great public 


Me 


character and talents of the country, thus ex- 
‘TeccCe ig 0TRP ’ »e LY co if ikel ry - 
pressed his regret af not seeing it likely im 


mediately to take place: ‘‘ We are game-. 


‘© sters of a most dangerous, a most dreadful 
« order: our play is for -neither more nor 
‘© Jess than the existence of Britain, and the 
«* King’s crown. Could wishes decide there 
«* should be an end of party. All the opposing 
“* benehes in the House of Commons pre- 
“‘ sent abilities that might yet save the na- 
«* nation. Can any one refuse to say, that 
«« Mr. Fox's mind is of the very Grst class ? 
© It is dreadful to think, that the whole of 
‘* this ability is ercluded from the calinet !” 
I think, Sir, it will be allowed, that the 
malice of the writer in the Oracle got the 
better of his prudence, when he represented 
this same Mr, Ward as anxions to feast his 
cars with the repetition, in open Parliament, 
of a paragyaph evidently ivtended, though 
quite usclessiy employed, to wound the feel- 
ings apd to degrade the character of ; Mr. 
Fox.--—-Coeming now to a cémparison;be- 
tween the case of the Jate Lord Holland and 
that of Lord Melville, we must first observe, 
that Lord Holland was Paymaster of the 
Forces at a time when the regulations, and 
the very constitution of that office, not only 
permitted large balances cf the pablic money 
to be kept in the hands of the Paymaster, but 
rendered it 2lmost impossible that. he should 
not hold sucly balances. ‘The money, issued 
from the Exchequer. for the service of the 
army, was issued directly to the Paymaster, 
who, therefore, was, in that respect, a 
great banker of government, keeping. the 
money in his hands, campelled, indecd, to 
keep itin his bands, till-it was:called for in 
payment of the army services, It has been 
thought by some, that while it. remained in 
hishands, he ought rat to have made use of it; 
bat others have thought, and still think, that 
he had a legal right to make use of it; and, 
indeed, the /egedity of the practice seems to 
have deen recognized by Parliament,, when 
they, at the recommendation of the Com- 
missioners of Accounts, granted an addition 


to the fixed salary of the Paymastef, 2” /iew of: 


all other perquisites, emoluments and protits 
whatever, amongst which was erpress/y in- 


cjuded the emdélument arising from the. 
use theretofore made of the balances of 


the public meney im his hands. It 


will be remembered, _ tha the Payiuaster’s 
) 4: =F 
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were, at the time. 1 am speaking ta: 


indeed, till the year 1782, upon nearly the 
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saipe footung. Upon looking back into the 
reports and accounts, laid, at differenttimes 
within these last twenty. yeats before. Parlia. 
ment, we find that the practice of using the 
public money, while in the hands of the Pay- 
master of the Army and the Treasurer of the 
Navy, was universal, as. well.as the prac- 
tice of kgeping, for many years, am acgouut 
open with each -Paymaster and ‘Treasurer, 
after he had quitted has office He or (in 
case of his death) his representative, -was 
obliged to settle all the accounts..be- bad 
opened; and, to those whe take but a mo- 
ment to reflect on the multiplicity. of the 
accounts he was obliged to open; on the 
difhewty of settling with the accountants 
in the colonies, and with the exeentors or 
representatives of others ; to. such persons it 
will net.appear surprizing, that every Paymas- 
ter as well as Treasurer lett his public agcounts 
to be settled by the succeeding generation. 
To hear the venomous writer in the Opacze, 


Sir, one would imagine, that the accounts of 


no other Paymaster then Lord. Holland ever 
were in a, situation similar to, his;: but, if 
we look into. the financial statements. laid 
beore Parliament, - we find; that the, exe- 
cutors of Mr, Rigby are still, paying in 


part of his balance as. Kx-PRaymaster of 
the Forces; that the Executes of. Lady 


Greenwich, Executrix.. ef the Bt. Hon: 


Charles Townsend, is paying, in part of that: 
gentleman’s balance as Ex-Paymaster of the: 


Forces; and, in the returns of no. oldera date 


than .1793, we find-the representatives of 
the Rt. Elon. George Grenville (the. father, F 
believe, of the Marquis of Buckingham, &c.: 
&c.) paying in money on his aecount,as Ex-' 
‘Treasurer of the Navy. .. Fhe fault, was, as 


said before, in the office, and notin-the man, 
The oflice was constituted at a time,when-the 
expenciture was a mere trifle, compared to 
what ithad grown to during the ofBeial pe- 
riod. of Lard Holland. Bank, pepet, and.all 
thé operations. connected therewithshad. in-' 
creased, tenfold. befere be quitted, the ofaee; 
and, the many discussions aad inquiries 
tive, to the. subject. only. tended ate demon 
strate, that, to.haye avoided-tae embpaltas-’ 
‘ments.and, defalcations, in whieh, he was 10°’ 
volved, woyldbave. required: powers of pre- 
Vention more thap.haye-ever yetfallen tothe 
lot. of any human, being. AtTast,. the evil 
‘could be endured no longer; it was fonnd 
“upon repeated trials, thaty no degree of igi’ 
lgnte and punctuality in, the ofticer.could pre- 








ven its contipusiuon. as. lang.as t vices of 
the office continued. These, viocs. WH: 
removed: the constituthon of the 
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afices of the Paymaster of the Forces.and of 
the Treasurer of the Navy. was abrogated : 
another was farmed for .each: that for the 
Army Pay-Office was formed in. 1782. by 
Mr. Burke, then Paymaster, and that of the 
Navy Pay-Office in 1785, by .Mr. Dundas, 
then Treasurer ef the Navy. In the for- 
mer, the Rew constitution was rendered eff- 
cient by the integrity.of the officer; in the 
latter, it was rendered completely ineficient 
hy that gross violation of the law and high 
breach of duty, of which Mr. Dundas was 
guilty for sixteen years, and for which he 
has now been censured, and disgraced,—— 
What similarity, therefore, Sir; what sini- 
larity ia any one point, isthere in the ¢ase 
at Lord Holland and that of Lord Melville ? 
And, what, then,,areawe to think, where are 
we to look far.werds adequate to express, our 
contenypt, ofthe condyet of those, who have 
now been, not oaly propagating the notion of 
such a similarity, but urging it, as a ground 
whereon to charge the sen of the former with 
injustice, because he has demanded, im the 
name of his injured constituents, punishment 
upon the head.of the latter? 

The length, to which this letter has un- 
expectedly extended, prevents’ me from en- 
tering, at present, on the other proposed 
points, which, therefore, must be postponed 
till my next-——In, the mean time, I am, 
Sir, yours, &e. &c. Ww. CosBert, 
May 7th, 1805. 


REFORM OF FINANCIAL, ABUSES. 
Lerrer IIL 

Str,-——-I have pointed out, in my..two 
former letters, the necessity and the. praetica- 
bility of keeping and stating the public. ac- 
counts in the same manney that is adopted by. 
ail persons in trade. — EF have briefly. set forth, 
that the whole business of, receiving the na- 
tonal income should. be comprised:in the,as- 
sessment, collection, receipt and payment of 
itinto the. Exchequer. The reasons, upon 
‘hich the. preparatory measure of assessment 
‘2 every instance appears requisite, I. men- 
toned in my last letter ;, but, since writing 
it, a further reason has. occurred, viz, the op- 
portunity it affords the subject of appeal, in 
case of unjust. conduct on the part of the as- 
sessor. The. tyranny-of taxation is certainly 
(ae greatest evil.that-attends,it.. Itis no. great 
sacriace for a, person, who can contemplate 
the blessings of the, British: constitution, to 
Coatribute even. very largely to.its, defence ;, 
but, to be exposed to. the. vexatious, domir , 
hecring of a taxrgatherer, where.he oversteps 
the bounds of his duty> is to become. subject: 
ta (ne worst evils. of, a. State. of slavery. » By. 
inaking the first step ef colleoting, taxer, the 
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the person assessed the opportunity of obtain- 
ing redress, and making the assessors ac- 
countable for their conduct, a -vast deal. of. 
existing oppression would be put an end to. 
It is necessary, before FE quit the subject of 
the receipt of the revenue, to notice the pra- 
priety of each department being superintend- 
ed by commissioners, This principle appears, 
upon jeoking into the practice of the reves, 
nue, to have been in some instances earried 
too far, and in one to. have been entirely pe- 
gleeted. Commissioners have been appownt-, 
ed for each distiact departyaent of the Salé, 
Office, . the Hawkers’ and Pedlars’ Ofice, 
and the Hackney Coach QOéiice, when one. 
would have been suikcient; and while the 
whole revenue of the Pest Office has been 
comnritted to, the charge of two Postmasters 
General. In both cases the recommendation, 
of the Committee of, Finance have been ne~ 
glected. They recommend the Salt Duties: 
to be placed under the management of the 
Excise Oice, (Oth Rep. p, 5) and the busi- 
ness.of the Hawkers and Pedlars Vtiee, and 
the granting of Licences for Hackney Cosehe 
es. to, be transacted by the Stamp Ofhce. (20 
Rep. p. 4, and L1 Rep. p.4.) ‘They also say, 
in. regard to the Pest Uffiee. ‘* It may be 
worthy of consideration, whether. a Beard, of 
Commissioners.upon the plan on which other 
revenue departments are conducted, would, 
not secure the mest effectual attention to the: 
rapid and complicated-business.ef this affiee,”” 
(7. Rep. p. 31.) These are circumstances at 
this period, particwarly deserving of the at- 
tention of Parliament, as it must be puesumed, 
that. the Committee did not adopt these sen-. 
timeuis, without having found, in the edurse 
of their investigatians, very sufficient reasons 
for forming them. But the circumstance of. 
all others the most to be attended to, and that 
whieh I wish, most particularly to. impress 
upon yow: reatiers, is the total abandonment 
ot the present, practice of reducing every offi- 
cer employed in the receipt-of the revenue, at 
the same time, a. paymaster of it. If respon= 
sibjlity attaches to the duty of receiving, it 
attaches in a tenfold proportion to the duty.of: 
paying; and, therefore, this latter duty 
should be placed in other distinct hands, and., 
the control. be proportionably greater: In. 





cheeks the conduet of the ofheer thah re~ 





ceives, beeause be will always be aready wit - 
ness. te declare the truth ; in the other, thes 
person paid being a participators in the fraud, 

whenever any is committed, will leave the- 
public affiecr at liberty to commmitit, soar’, 
as his evidence, may. be daleulated ona 
likely to appear against. him. : 

itis impossible, so long as collectors and.re- 





asscssmam of what. is. to be paid, and, giving: 


ceivess are paymasters, that they cam-be pre- 


the one instanee, the person. who, papas 
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vented fiom keeping large balances in their ) 
hands; some Wilptises are actually necessary 
to enable them to pay for whatever they are 
liable to be called upon and this necessity 
will always be pleaded as an excuse for keep- 
ing very large balances to be applied to their 
private emojument, whilst the public are de- 
ved of the benefit of their-own money. 
psides these reasons, it must be very ob- 
vious to every person the Jeast acquainted 


with the receipt’ and expenditure of ‘large | 


sums of money, that whenever a receiver is 
empowered to make payments for expenses 
incurred by himself, expénses similar to the 
incidental expenses in the revenue, that he 
will be very profuse, antl his disbursements 
be very great. Take even the accotmt of a 
valet de. chambre. « If this gentleman is left 
to himself and experiences no difheulty in 
passin his accounts, even on the supposition 
that they are perfectly correct, and that every 
thing purchased is forthcoming; the money 
expended will amount to a much’ greater 
sum, than that which would have been suf- 
ficient to purchase all the necessaries of his 
master, had his master taken the trouble 
upon hitnself of transacting his own busi- 
ness. The natural inclination of every one 
to expend money, when they have it in their 
possession, is continually operating to stimu- 
late the invective powers of the holder of it 
to find new objects of purchase; and, be- 
sides this pleasure of buying, there is the 
further gratification, which operates upon 
petty public officers of incurring the obliga- 
tions of those they employ by giving them 
the benefit of the employment. It there- 
fore happens, even where public officers are 
perfectly honest, that the optionary power ot 
expending the public money in the incidents 
belonging to their department, induces a 
mtich greater experise to the public, than is 
necessary to be incurred, or than would be 
incurred if the expenditure and payment 
were under the direction of a distinct officer. 
Many objections will, no doubt, be started 
agaist this plan of enforcing the payment of 
aut the public income into the Exchequer, 
previous to the expenditure of one farthing 
of it upon any object whatsoever. It, how- 
ever, appears tome, that every species of ob- 
jection may be reducible under two heads, 
first the inconvenience ; and, secondly, the 
additional expense that would be incurred by 
aiopting this plan. It will be said, “* What, 
«will you prevent the officer who collects 
“« the tax from deducting from the amount 
‘© ef his receipt, the salary that is due to 
‘* him for his trouble ; or, of the expenses 
“which are unavoidable in executing the 
“« duties of bis office ? Will you adopt the 
“« circuitous and expensive method of send- 
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‘“‘ ing money from York to ] mndon ; 
‘« from London to York, Ra Ben Merny 
‘¢ ing guineas of a regiment of militia'ffom 
‘* York, instead of adhering to the present. 


“* method of having the payment made: 

“ the receiver general of the: district’? How 

‘* inconvenient all this innovation will be?’ 
ne 1 how impolitic in times like these to 

dd new burthens on the people, by em- 

‘* ploying new officers. for the duties of pay- 

“ ing the public money "To the objection 
to the plan as being inconvenient, asu t 

answer given in 2 few words; name~. 
ly, that individual convenience must always 

give way to the convenience and good of the’ 
public; and, whether it should. in, this in- 

statice give way, will be determinable by the 

result of the consideratiamof the plan, as one 

calculated to promote the/publi¢igood. This 

consideration involves the objection of addi-’ 
tional expense; and, thérefore, the infer- 

ences that may be’ drawn from it will fally 

decide the merits of both objections —-—In- 
the first, to proceed regularly with thé dis- 

cussion of these objections, it is proper to 





state those which exist. against the method 


now in use. These are att immense op- 
tionary expenditure of the public ss by 
the public officers in the cellection re= 
ceiving of it, not subject toan efficient: con- 
trol; the necessity of Jarge balances, being. 
permitted to remain in their bands; and’ 
great confusion, and consequently,’ the op- 
portunity of committing great fraud, in the 
revenue accounts. If-then, these evils could 
be prevented by enforcing the payment of all 
the public income into “the Exchequer, 
would or would not the public be a gainer by 
the transaction, even if the new system of 
making payments was attended with some 
additional expense ? The answer is perfectly 
obvious. /This expense would be attended 
with a profit to the public beyond calculation; 
For, who can estimate what the public now 
loses by the uncontroled profusion of its offi- 
cers; the immense sum of balances ; and the 
extent of fraud which may be presumed to 
exist in every department? Without, there- 
fore, any reference to particular facts, or any 
laboured arenment, it may with safety ‘be in- 
ferred, that tie public good would be vastly 
advanced by the adoption of the division of 
the duties of receiving and paying the en 
money; and that the objections of incom 
venience and additional expense are by no 


_means tenable.—Before I conclude, I beg 


offer a few additional observations upot the: 
receipt of the revenue. . 


the public business has engaged the particu- 
lar attention of the og babe etbe 
has arrived at a degree of perfection | 
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of commissioners has-been attended with the , 


best effects, and nothing appears to be want- 
ing, but the adoption of the several recom- 
mendations contained in .the reports. of the 
committee, and an active fulfilment of duty 
onthe part of the Treasury Board. Itis cer- 
jaiuly a very ungrateful requital of the labours 
of the committee, to leave their reports as 
mere waste paper on the shelves of the House 
of Commons; and it is treating the public 
very unfairly to have held out the prospect, 
and encouraged the expectations ot reform 
inthe year 1796, and to neglect those mea- 
sures which are sanctioned by the public de- 
claration Of the Committee, of ‘their being 
adapted to improve the collection ci the re- 
venue, and to curtail the expenses of the na- 
tion. If it has been found expedient to ap- 
point a commission to report upon the’ sub- 
stance of the reports af the Commissioners of 
Naval Inquiry, why would it mot be equally 
expedient to appoint a similar commission or 
a committee of the House of Cominoms, to 
report upon the recommendations of the 
Committee of Finance; and to state to Par 
liament these .of them which haye been 
adopted, and those which have been passed 
by; and their opinions as to their being ap- 
pucable to existing circumstances? These 
Teports reflect great honour to the commit- 
tee, and may be rendered of great service to 
ihe public. I trust,. therefore, Mr. Cobbett, 
that the public attention may not beled away 
trom abuses of which there is positive 
proof, by the novelty of looking after others, 
perhaps, of very inferior importance. In 
my next, I shall jay before you a plan for 
conducting the whole expenditure of the na- 
ton—I am, &c, Verax.——April 29, 
1505. 














DOMESTIC OFFICIAL PAPERS: 


Petitions, &c. AGAINST Lonp MeLvitre. 
——Address presented to the King, upon 
the Throne, ly the Lord Mayor, Aldermen, 
and Common Council of London, on the 
30th of April} 1805. 

We your Majesty's most. dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Lord Mayor, Aldermen 
and Commops of the City of London, in 
Common Council assembled, beg leave, with 
every sentiment of duty and devotion to your 
Majesty's pers6én and. goverhment, to ap- 
proach your Majesty, with our. sincére con- 
Statulations on -the . discoveries. which, have 


been made by the Reports of .the Commis-- 


‘loners of Naval Inquiry, laid before your 
Majesty and ihe other branches of the legis- 
lature ;_ from which your Majesty: nust, haver 
seen with astonishment. and undignation that 


«4 emincnt member of your Majesty's go- 





vernment, the Lord Viscount Melville, had 
been guilty of practices which the represen- 
tatives of thé people, in Parliament. assem-. 
bled, have declared to be a gross violation of 
the law anda high breach of duty. We. 
are persuaded that your Majesty's royal mind 
feels it to be a great aggravation of Lord 
Melville's palpable, conscious and deliberate 
breach of a statute, which he beyond all 
others was bound to observe with strict fide-. 
lity, that he had filled so many and such high. 
offices in exect tive government, aud was ho- 
noured with so large a portion, of your Ma- 
jesty’s confidence. The ¥ittues which 
adorn your Majesty and which excite in the 
highest degree the love of your people, are a 
pledge to the nation that in removing Lord 
Melville from your Majesty’s councils and 
presence for ever, the punishment ofa de- 
linquent, however just, is fur less a motive 
with your Majesty than the example held 
out, that no minister, however Zavoured, 
shall presume upon your Majesty's counte- 
nance, who shall be found to have trampled 
upon the law and to have disgraced the func- 
tions with whith be had been invested. 
The investigations of the Commissioners of 
Naval Inquiry have excited the interest, and 
inspired the country with gratitude towards 
those commissioners, and we are persuaded’ 
that your Majesty paricipates in the general 
anxiety which pervades all ranks for the pro- 
longation, and if necessary, for the enlarge- 
ment of their authority——Confiding inv 
your Majesty's paternal solicitude, that what- 
ever is chearfully contributed by a loyal people’ 
shall be faithfully administered, we entertain. 
the fullest. assurance that to your Majesty it 
will bea source of the profoundest fae or be 
that all necessary measures shall be adopted 
and persevered in towards the correction and 
punishment of proved malversation, and that 
nothing will be omitted which shall have a 
tendency to promote the public confidence in 
government, and to invigorate and confirm 
the spirit, energy, and union, of your Majes- 
ty’s empire at this important crisis. 











His Majesty's Answer. 

I am fully sensible af your loyalty and at- 
tachment to my person and government ; you 
may -rely on my concurrence in every mea- 
sure which is calculated to maintain the ere- 
dit of the country, and to resiocy any abuses 
which may be found’to ex's. it Une public exe, 
penditure. * 


Conn MzLVILLE. pre- 

NN LLONS g ON. the 3a 
of, May, Yo05, / Llectors of the 
Ci of Wesiminster. 
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titude to yout honourable House, for your 
memprable and virtuous yotes of the 8th and 
10th days of April last, founded upon the 
Tenth Report of the Commissiopers of Naval 
lnquiry, deelaring the Lord Viscount Mel- 
ville t@ be guilty of a gross violation of the 
Jaw. and a high breach of public duty. 
Never were Parliamentary measures received 
With more exultation. by the country than the 
said votes ;. and nothing, your petitioner's are 

could cause more disappointmerit 
to the nation them your hon. House’s stop- 
ping short of these great ends of justice, 
which the public interest demands, and the 
honour you have acquired by the said votes 
exaets ahd enforces, at your hands. ——The 
pure, the moderate, tlie faithful, the indepen- 
dent and the dignified discharge of the func- 
tiens with which the law has invested-the said 
Commissioners. of Naval Inquiry has filled 
the country with the most unqualified admi- 
ration. of their conduct. The renewal of 
their authority is a source of the most un- 
feigned pleasure tothe people at large ; and 
we do most earnestly supplicate your honour- 
able House, that in. the eonstruction of the 
hew statute, your attention will be fixed upon 
the contumacious obstruction to full inquiry, 
which is. so clearly pointed oat im the said 
Tenth. Report ; and that you will carefully 
guard azainst its repetition, Your peti- 
tioners beg leave to state to 
House, that a civil suit against Viscount Mei- 
ville and Mr. Trottier, unaccompanied by cri- 
nina] prosecution, would be infinitely short 
ot the public hopes, because it is so of pub- 
lie justice. It is not the refunding of mo- 
ney, that, of itself, is of real consequence to 
the nation; it is the infliction of an exem- 
Plary vengeaiice upon proved and powerful 
delinquents. It is the manifestation to the 
whole world that high crinzinals are not above 
the reach of punishment ; and that the cor- 
raptor wanton violators of law shall feel the 
strength of its arm. Above all things we 
intreat your honourable House not to permit 
the public feeling to be sported with ; and, 
in the formation of inquiries similar to the 
Naval Commission, that you will take care 
that the power constituted be equal to ifs pro- 
fessed objects ; both as relating to the vigour 
of the authority, and to the integrity of those 
who: are to put it in execution; for we sub- 
mit-to your honourable House whether, if 
apy-thing can be worse than a deep-rooted, 
wide-spreading system of abuse and pecula- 
tion in the management of public money, it 











weuld not: be the institution of a systeni of 


revision, in its nature a burlesque upon in- 
vestigation, and in its result a moekery of 


ice.———Tovall these points, we beg the 
sttention of your omburtile House. 


’ 


your honourable. 
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last, founded upon the Fenth Report 
. Commissioners of Naval Inquiry; ; 


£608 
We beseech you to purstié with effect what 
you began with so much idnour. We in. 
treat you not to telax in your efforts till poi 
have brought Viseount Meivillé to condign 
punishment, and given to alk who shall be 
found to have committed sizhilar crimei, 4 
signal demonstration that, in the repres 
tives of the people, instead of abettors of 
their iniquities, they will find only the faith- 
fi cuardians of the nation, aiid thé géalon 
vindicators of the laws.——And by so doing 
your petitioners will ever pray. 





PaTiTion aGatnsT Lorp Menvin.s pre 
sented to the House ef Commons on the 
25th of April, 1805, from the Electors of 
the Borough of Southwark. 

We, the uridersigned electors of thé 
Borough of Southwark: in the County of Sur 
rey, beg leave to congratulate your honour- 
able House upon the result; so glorious td 
the character of Parliament, of the diseussion$ 
which have taken place in your honourable 
House; on the 8th and Leth days of this in- 
stant (April): respecting: the: gress malversa- 
tions in certain: branches of the Executive 
Goverument, which have been disclosed: in 
the Tenth Report of the Conmnissioners of 
Naval Inquiry——We pray your honour. 
able House to follow up that virtuous line of 
conduct, which, upen the twa days before 
named, have diffused such signal: satisfaction 
through the wholé countty ———We intteet 
you to sift to the bottom the niidss of abusea 
whicly the aforesaid: Conimissioners have 
traced and exposed.——We béseech yon to 
renew, without loss of time; and to-extend, 
if necessary; the powers so faithfully exe 
cuted of those Commissioners.——We' im- 
plore your honourable House- to- pull down 
guilt however protected ;, to save from rapa- 
city, from peculation, and fraud, a peo~ 
ple. who contribute chearfully to the real 
wants of the state, and who nevér complain 
but when their generous temper 1s abus 
and imposed uporr: so. shall the Commons 
of England take the saa Reresce” Peeks 

ible to vindicate the sullied honour of the 
fovenoendah; to: confirm the -pufli¢’ confi- 
dence; and to plant in all good ‘hearts: the 
most unfeigned admiration of \the' Britisiy 

Constitution —And your petitioners wil 

ever pray: | a, 


Perrrrox acainst Lorn: Me.vicee’ or 
sented to the House of Commons on the: 
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of May; 1805: . . raid 
House on the 8th and: 10th days of APY 
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rested the whole nation, and no part of the 
nation more deeply than your petitioners.—— 
Ve humbly crave the liberty of stating, that 
ng measures ever yet issued from: the Com- 
mous of England which had diffused more 
gladness or raised more expectations than 
the said votes of April the Sih and 10th, de- 
caring Lord Viscount Melville to be ‘ guilty 
of a gross Violation of the Jaw anda high 
breach of daty ;’ thereby supporting the up- 
vizbt and virtuous discharge of the salutary 
duties of the said Commissioners, whose con- 
duct has excited the gratitude and the confi- 
dence of the whole country——That the 
renewal of the said Commission is a subject 
of unfeigned joy to your petitioners; and 
ihat we entreat your honourable House to. be 
careful to make the new law effectual, and 
adequate to its end, We pray your henour- 
able House to attend. particularly to, those 
parts of the Tenth Report whieh have detail- 
ed the obstacles thrown by persons in office 
in the way of the investigation of the said 
Commissioners, and to guard against their re- 
petition——We submit. toygur honourable 
House whether the subaltern agents of cor- 
ruption will not be eager to shelter their con- 
tunacy under the example of their superiors, 
uuless the explicitness and enlarged autho- 
rity of the law defeat. their artifices, No- 
thing, we are persuaded, could be more re- 
volung to the public sentiment, or eould more 
ihoroughly disappoint the hopes of the coun- 
try than that, instead ef inquiries real, ho- 
hest, and. efficient, a fallacious and illusory 
system should be. allowed to be adopted, un- 
der which real guilt. might elude detection, 
cud the substance of earnest investigation be 
sacrificed to mere pretence and shew. 
Your petitioners. humbly beg leave to state 
'o your honourable House, that a. civil action 
agunst Viscount Melville and Mr. Trotter 
“ould not, af itself, be. satisfactory to the 
public expectation. That acriminal prose- 
Cuuon against these delinquents is the real 
wish of the country ; beeause the.reeovery of 
tuillions of money would not be of such real 
Lenetit to the people, as to. see the justice of 
the law vindicated upon a great malefactor, 
with the same. equal, impartial, aud infiexi- 
ble sternness, with, which, it falls upon the 
poorest and most unprotected criminal—— 
Your hongurable;House, by-the: said votes of 
the Sth and. 10th of April, has extorted. the 
adoration of, those most hostile tothecha- 
facter and construction of the Lower House 
“'Tarliament. By following up. the spirit of 
hose votes, your honourable: House, will see 
“ure the confidence, aud: the affection of the - 
nation, and the triumph of the English Cpn- 


SutuUon. will be. comiplete-——We. entreat 











504 to proceed end finish your labours upon | 





these points in.a manner that may be worthy 
of your honoured aud applauded commaence- 
ment of the same. We beg of you net to 
cease till you bring Viscount Meiville to con- 
dign punishment ; to expose delinquenetes 
wherever traced, and to make an example of 
guilt in whatever quarter it muy be proved. 
And your petitioners will ever pray. 








PaTition aGArnst Lorp Magrivwitie pre- 
sented to the House ef Commons on the 
25th of April, 1805, from the Lord 
Mayor, Aldermen, add Livery of the. City 
of London, in Common Hall assembled, seé- 
ting forth 

‘That the petitioners have uniformly 
concurred in and supported such measures as 
have appeared conducive to the safety and 
welfare of his Majesty's dominions, and have 
cheerfully submitted to the most unexam- 
pled burthens, under a confidence that the 
resources of the country were faithfully and 
honestly administered; and that they learn, 
with the utmost concern and astonishment, 
from the reports of the Commissioners for 

Naval Inquiry, now before the House, that 

the Right Honourable Henry Dundas, Vis- 

count Melville, late Treasurer of his Majei- 
ty’s Navy, has been guilty of a gross violation 
of the law and a high breach of duty, where- 
by immense sums of the public money have 
been perverted to private emolument: and 
that they eonceive it to be a high aggravation 
of such offence, that these disgraceful trans- 
actions were carried on during a peried of un- 
precedented difficulty, when the very exist- 
ence of the country was said to be at stake; 
and that the person so abusing his trust, so 
violating the law, was. in the enjoyment of 
several high and lacrative offices, and {ever 
among the foremost in laying additional: bur- 
thens upon the people, and calling upon 
them to submit to the most painful -priva- 
tions ; and that they are duly impressed:with 

a high sense of the virtue, integrity, and 

firmness:of the House, and strongly partici- 

pate in the sentiment which so generally 
pervades all ranks of his Majesty's faithful 
subjects, of the wisdom and fidelity with 
which it has discharged its most sacred trast, 
by the progress it has made towards protect> 
ing the people against such gross violationsef 
the law apd breaches of public duty; and 
that the petitioners approach the House, as 
the guardians) of the libertiesand: property of 
the people, under a full conviction that such 
shameful abuses will induoe the House to- de 
ample. justice-to the outraged feelitgs of : 
country, by bringing to condizy punish 
convicted criminality; and that they beg to 
submit to the House, that it would be highiy 
derogatory to-his: Majesty'syoverament, pre 





cond 


es 








th Lee hat, ; 


ble any longer of sersing the country with 


~ “them, but they claim for themselves, in com- 


_ and power, or by their deputies and subal- | 


‘yudicial to the public service, and insulting 
to the House, and the nation at large, for ' 
Lord Melville any longer to continue in his 
Majesty’s councils, or to hold any place of 
trust, profit, or honour, in or under the 
government ; and that they conceive all : 
other persons who may be implicated in, or 
haye connived at, such abuses, to be incapa- 


honour or ‘advantage, and ought equally to 
be brought to a severe account; and there- | 
fore praying, that the House, taking these 
matters into their sérious consideration, will 
vigorously promote and prosecute those in- 
quiries, and cause the powers of the said 
commissioners to be prolonged and extended, 
and other measures to be adopted, in order 
that such further inquiry may be made into 
the receipt, management, and expenditure of 
the public money, and the conduct of the 
public offices, as may lead to the detection of 
all abuses and the punishment of all offences, 
and that such a system of vigilance and eco- 
nomy may be established, as may effectnaily 
guard against the recurrence of such flagrant 
abuses. 

.oe 
Peririjn acainst Lory Me xvitxe pre- 

sented to the House of Commons on the 
25th of April, 1805, from the Mayor and. 
Corporation of the City of Salistury, set- 
ting forth — 

‘That the.petitioners. have periised, with 
much concern and interest, the resolutions of 
the House of the 8th and JOth days of this 
instant April, zith concern, that any charges 
of the nature therein implied should attach 
upon any individual in high official situation, 
and wiih interest that the repres@utatives of 
the mation have, under the circumstance of 
such charges, marked such individual with 
their censure and reprobation ; and that the 
petitioners beg leave to state, that, im com- % 
mon+with the nation at large, they have to la- 
ment the weight of the burdens to which the 
legislature has found it necessary to submit 





mon with the nation at large, the merit of 
having borne them with patience, readiness, 
and equanimity, trusting that what had been 
granted liberally would be applied faithfully ; 
but when a suspicion is gone forth,*under the 
authority of parliamentary commissioners, 
and that suspicion apparently adopted by the 
House, that peculation has -been hard at 
work, the petitioners take leave to call upon 
‘the nati ntatives for redress, re- 
minding them that it is of Jittle consequence 
eva public grievance, of little consequence 
jn point of official morality, whether the ac- 


7 





tual pectlation be by men of great ee 
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tetns under their permission arid connivance - 
and therefore praying the House to continue 
such Commission of inquiry as has already 
discovered such abuses, and to institute any 
new commission which may be necessary to 
ascertain whethet in any other department 
of the state the national financés have been 
misapplied, and also to devise such legal pro- 
ceedings upon those instances of misapplica- 
tion already before the public as nfay safisfy 
the general cry for justice, by bringing all 
persons concerned to a strict responsibility, 


sin SUMMARY OF POLITICS. 
xy important subjects, which bélonged 
to this head, have, during the last four or five 
weeks, ‘been unavoidably omitted. I say 
unavoidably , because there was not time, and, 
‘in some. jnstances, hot room, to he 
them, without exchiding part, at least, 
that which has eon intel r@fative to the 
Tenth Report and matters connected there- 
with; and}; which exclusion I could, in my 
own mind, have found nothing to justify, 
convinced as I have all ah oe sone I 
still am, that, compared wi to 
be apprehended ori ‘an, alienation of the 
people from the government, all other dan- 
gers, though some ef them in themselves very 
gteat, are of trifling importance. » To see the 
powers of the Continent, from win tera 
ration was expected, shrinking a 
touch’; to see our West-India islands, sul 
mitting, one after another, to contributions 
demanded by an enemy, of whose-maritime 
force the ministerial writers -have constantly 
been speaking in terms of contempt; at 
this day to hear.of the bustle of preparation 
to enable our admirals to face. the cpmbined 
fleets of France and Spain : éither: of these 
circumstances is sufficient to causeydeep fe 
gret in tlie mind of ary man attached to his 
Country ; but, neither of them, nor even al 
‘of them put together, is a thousandth patt 0 
nitich to be dreaded: as the lossof the bears 
of the people. To secure these the treux 
of Commons has takenone i Dn! 
and, it is the duty of every moans to take use 
of al} the constitutional omgpepezter HO 
to induce them te pursue, te“ sats 
termination, the excellent work “they ‘heve 
PROCEEDINGS AGAINST LORD serie 
The history, somewhat disjomted indeed; 
these proceedings “was, in the freee 
sheet, p. 672, brought down to Tt = 
ultimo, when it was determined; ™ 
House of Commons; to:forim a-seleet cor 
mittee, in the manner desefibed im p- 07° 
to inquire, as far’ as:related to th 








Lord Melville, qnto-theccireumstantes 7 
specting the diverting of the*naval mony 
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to other purposes, alleged by his lordship to 
be of a public nature. The Commons have, 
since the formation of the select committee, 
sent a message to the Lords, requesting that 
Lord Melville may be ordered to appear be- 
fre the committee, the Lords have taken the 
request into consideration, and this paper will, 
probably, be printed before their decision be 
known.——In the mean time a very impor- 
tunt and most satisfactory step has been taken 
by| his Majesty, who has resolved to strike 
Jord Melville’s name from the list of his 
lrivy Council. ‘The reader will remember, 
that the vote of censure having been passed 
onthe 8th ultimo, Mr. Whitbread, upon the 
next meeting of the House, which took place 
un the 10th, was prepared to make a motion 
tor au address to his Majesty to remove Lord 
MelWwille from his royal presence and coun- 
cils for ever. Mr, Pitt objected to this; 
and, it was finally agreed, simply to lay the 
resolutions of the Sth before the King, leav- 
mg it to the mifiisters to advise his Majesty 
as to What fd#ther steps should be taken. 
This done, on the 11th, the House adjourned 
tothe 25th. When it met again Mr. Whit- 
bread inquired, whether his .Majesty. had 
been advised to dismiss Lord Melville from 
his councils, towhich Mr. Pitt replied, that he 
had not; and, added, that, unti! he shouldbe 
further instructed by the House,:he should 
not think it right to’ advise his Majesty to 





command such dismission. Whererpon Mr. 


Whitbread gave noticethat he should, on a 
future day, make a motion for’ an. address 
to His Majesty. upon the subject ; which 
motion was brought forward on the Git in- 
sant. But, a debateand division were pre- 
vented by Mr. Pitt’s stating, that, having 
HOUND tt to be the picen ee majority of 
the House, that Lord Melville should be dis- 
missed from the Privy Council, he had ad- 
vised His Majesty to dismiss him !~——There 
will offer a futureercasion to remark more 
Crctimstantially wpon this part of the pro- 
ceedings. At present I must beseech the 
Teader’s attention te some circumstances re- 
lating to what remains to. le done with re- 
‘pect to Lerd Melville; for, when we-con- 
Sider former punishments, whether of little 
o great delinquents, svhether’ we consider 
the case of Hasturn, €r of the Lords Bacon 
and Macclestield, we must perceive that 
much yet remains to be done to satisfy the 

3 of justice, and. to furnish a useful 
ee As to the of certain re- 

es recently obtained in the name of 

Melville, Mr. Bond’s declaration, withous 
any comment, may suffice for thé present ; 
but, with respect te Lord Melville's annuity: 
aud his office and income. as Keeper of the 
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Privy Seal in Scotland, some suggestions 
havé been offered me, which should not, for 
a moment be suppressed. ln answer toa 
question, put by Mr. Fox, on the 6th instant, 
whether Lord Melville held any place of 
profit during the pleasure of the Crowa, Mr. 
Pitt is said to have answered, ‘* Nore bat 
“« for life,” which is probably true, it 1» 

Letter of the Grant only 3 considere’ ; 14 

we know of none he continues to held, but 
the annuity of 1,500]., granted in July last, 
and the office of Keeper of the Privy Seal of 
Scotland. But whether either of them 
can be considered as /ega//y granted, and hed 
for life, is a new-and a curious question, 
which the rapacity of Lord Melville will 
probably cause to be agitated. An annuity, 
or pension, payable out of the King’s pri- 
vatewrevenue, or the Civil List, is usually 
eranted, I believe, during His Majesty's 
pleasure. Can the Sovereign go further, 
and, by his erant, charge that revenue for a 
period which may exceed his own life; or 
charge the revenue of his successors? "y hat 
is one views but what will be said, if it 
tuins out, upen the investigation proposed 
by Lord Henry Petty, that this annuity of 
Lord Melville is charged on the ptblic re- 
venue of the country, without the authority 
of Parliament? Again, as to the office 
of Keeper of the Privy Seal. oes it not 
sonnd somewhat odd, that: the King shonld 
be advised torcommit the eustody of his seals 
to a person for life? ‘What should we say, 
if the Privy Seal or the Great Seal of England 
were given in that way? The Privy Seat 
and Great Seal of Scotland are’. preciseiy 
analagous, though of less importance. Nor 
does the incongruity stop here.. ‘Che grant 











: ofthat office to Lord Melville is either i)- 


legal, or it must be maintaised, that. the 
King may, by law, commit the custody of 
the seals of his successor to. any person ke 
pleases ; he may chuse the great officers of 
that successor. If that is unconstitutional ; 
if commen sense revolts atat} then the grant 


to Lord Melville, thougli i purports to be for’ 


his own life, ean at the utmost; stand onlydy- 
ting the life of snaSovenefenablia deere &-= 
Precedent may be resorted to. ‘Will prece- 
dent support what is radically, essentially, and 
constitutionally bad? There is just on@ pre- 
cedent in the case of Lord Metvil-e s: iin « 
ciate predecessor. Lord Melville formeriy- 


held. another of the King’s Seals.in Sadtahd; - 


the Signet, a very lucrative otive, now hald 
by his Son, upon his resignation. ‘That if - 
wise was granted to hirn for life, contraty to 


all precedent, and in repugnance to thé + | ' 


ture of the office. ‘The Stenetis, Thelcve, 
the Seal correspowding to that which He 
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Secretaries of Staté in Englend hold. ‘The 
oftice of keepers of the Signet was aceord- 
jngly attached to that ef Secretary of Stete 
for Scotland, an office which subsisted till 
about the year 1745, when the name was 
dropped, but the keeper ef the Signet is in 
fact the Seeretary. Is it not moustrous to say 
a person may be appointed Seeretary et the 
King for life; that the King renounces he 
power of changing his Secretary 3 and still 
more, that the King may name the Seeretary 
of his successors ? These are some of the 
points, to which itis to be presumed Lord 
Henry Petty intends to call the attention of 
the Hieuse ; and that they are we)] worthy 
of its attention, will net, I think, be den- 
ed by any one, who entertains a disinterest- 
cd regard for the monarchy, and who consi- 
ladies important it is, that the, king 
shoukl be afforded, upon occasions like the 
present, every fair opportunity of showing, 
that the Crown not less than the House of 
Commons is the guardian ef the righis and 
interests of the people. 

ite. Pirr’s case. It will be rememsber- 
ed (see p. 670), that the principal. object of 
‘the Select Committee of the House of Com- 
mons, new sitting, is to maguire into the 
conduct of Mr. Pitt, relative to three points ; 
to wit; }. the obtaining a writ of privy seal, 
whereby to excuse Lord Melville trom pay- 
ing the balance of 24,000]. dye from him to 
the public, on account.of Mr. Jellicoe’s detal- 
eaiion ; 2. the knowledge whieh he had of 
certain sums of naval meney haying been 
drawn from the Bank of Kugland contrary 
to law, and lent by Lord Melville to. other 
branches ef the public service ; 3. whether, 
or not, Mr. Pitt was informed, or knew, 
that Messrs. Dandas and Trotter drew the 
naval money from the Bank of Eogland and 
eppked it to purposes of private advantage. 
——TLhe reader must be aware of the gross 
impropriety of attempting to state, in point, 
what has come out before the Committee. 
As in the easé of Lord Melville, however, 
the mifiisterial papers having begun their en- 
deavours to-anhcipate thereport ofthe Coin- 
mittee, end to prompt the public to a prema- 
ture devision, I think it right just to point 
out these end@avours, ail, to eaution my 
readers. against the snare whieh this venal 
tribe is ‘tying for their judgment—— 
Touching the transaction relating to the avrit 
of privy seal, they have, as-yet, said nothing. 
Byt, with regard to the seeond point, the 
knowledge which Mr. Pitt had of the with- 
drawing of certain sums of naval money 
from the Bank of England, contrary to law, 
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and den? by Lotd Mélvillé to other branches 
of the public Service ; with regard to this 
point, the ministerial paper, the Cotrarrp 
of the 6th instant, hag the following eurions 
remark: ‘€ From the exanaination of Mr. 
‘« Pitt, and Mr. Long, befidre the Select 
‘* Committee, it has, we understund, satis. 
‘* factorily appeared, tliat the thomey ad- 
‘“ vanced by the ‘Preasmret of - the Navy 
‘‘ to the Board of Freasury, im 2706, was 
‘* applied to the prevention of great pul lic 
‘* cadamaily; and, after averting the most 
‘*« perilous: commercial distresses, was cor. 
‘« reetly repaid to the department from 
‘* whieb it had been borrowed om this na- 
‘* tienal exigeney.” This pavagraph, let 
it be observed, was inserted, word for word, 
im the other ministerial papers, the Oraccz, 
the Sun, and the Mornrne Henan; and, 
in the semaming paper of that descriptian, 
the Morwine Pest of the Oth, the persons, 





4 . . 
who are taking such wacommon pains te pre- 


possess the publie miad, and who may easily 
be guessed at, thought proper to venture to 
speak out a little pkiner; asthus: “ Mr. 
** Pitt and Mr. Long have been. twice éxa- 
‘* mined before the Select Cotamittee of the 
‘* }Touse ef Commons, upon the subject of 
‘< some temporary assisttuice afforded to the 
‘* house of Boyd and Benfield, to enable them 
‘< ta make good an instalthent of the Imperial 
“ Loan; a measure deemed necessary for 
‘< the mamtenence of théehonour and credit of 
“* the couptry.”——What! is this} then, the 
great pu¥ic service? Was thisithe way, in 
whieh Mr. Pitt and Lord Melville saved’ the 
nation ? Surely, this. never can be ‘tree. 
Whet! Boyd and Benfield !. The famous 
Messrs. Loyd aud Benfield of. the no less ta- 
mous Messrs. Pitt atrd ‘Dundas | Paub Bea- 
field? Mr. Dundas's Paw Berifield? ‘The 
Nabob of Arcot’s Peel Benfield? Really, it 
this should prove to be the case ; if it should 
pteve that, in order to support Boyd and 
Benheld (for whose-sake, be it remembered 
the Bank of England was thrown. inte the 
shade), sums, already raised upon the pubxe, 
were leat to these loan-jobbers,. in order 1 
enable them to lend the public tts own 
ney, for which interest and a bonis: were 
paid by that public te. them; if this steuld 
be proved, it would Be a liel inteed upom 
the House of Commons, it, would be to m- 
pitte Corruption to the whole of thegoven™ 
ment, to insinate that any of the, person 
coscerned in such crime, sucha prathgate 
defiance of the Jaw, auch a 4 actat 
pudlic rohbery, would eseapéc 
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